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IIL Remarks 

Claiins 1. 3-9, 1 1-16, 18-19, 22-23. 25-26, 28-36 are pending in the present application. 

The Action again rejects all pending claiins. Reconsideration and withdrawal of these 
rejections are respectfixlly requested in view of the foregoing amendments and the following 
arguments. 

A. Summary of Interview with Examiner 

On July 8, 2004, the undersigned attomey conducted a telephone interview v^th the 
Examiner to clarify the Examiner's reasoning set forth iji the "Response to Arguments'* section 
of the Final rejection. In particular. Applicant's attomey requested clarification of what is meant 
by the statement "Grefenstette teaches that a user input device selects one of a set of POS based 
removal criteria and a summary is generated according to that input. Thus the summary is 
'particularized to the electronic document' as claimed.'* This statement is curious because the 
claims require that the selected set of instructions be particularized to the "electronic document", 
not a "summary". The Examiner explained that she considers the term ''particularized" to be too 
broad, meaning once any set of instructions is selected for use, it is thereafter '*particulari2ed" to 
the electronic document. As argued below, this construction is not warranted by the ordinary 
meaning of the term "particularized", by its context in the claims and by its usage in the 
Specification. Nonetheless, as explained below, (he Applicant has endeavored to amend the 
claims to expressly state what was already at least implicit in the claims and the meaning of the 
term ''particularized". 

B, Claim Rejection Under § 103 

The Action again rejects all pending claims as being obvious from U.S. Patent No, 
6,289,304 to Grefenstette (hereinafter, the *304 Patent). This rejection is addressed below using 
amended Claim 1 as representative of the independent claims. 
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particularized to the electronic documents. Such an interpretation is not supported by the use of 
^particularized" in specification or clams or the ordinary meaning thereof. 

Therefore, the language of Claim 1, the Specification and the ordinary meaning of the 
term -particularized" support its use as modifying the type of set of instructions rather than the 
use of the set of instructions on the electronic document. AppUcant submits that it has used this 
term consistently and argued this construction in the Response to the December 17, 2003 Office 
Action. 

Nonetheless, Claim 1 has been amended to recite that 'Hhe set of instructions are 
particularized to the electronic document before selection thereof ." Applicant submits that this 
amendment merely clarifies Avhat is imphcit in the use of the term "particularized", i.e., that the 
term modifies the type of set of instructions and that a set of instructions does not somehow 
become "particularized" to an electronic document by its mere selection. No new search, 
therefore, is required. 

From the foregoing, the *304 Patent does not teach or suggest a set of instructions for 
abstracting an electronic document that is particularized to the electronic document nor that is 
particularized to the electronic document before selection thereof. It follows that independent 
Claim 1, and independent Claims 9, 16 and 23, which recite features that parallel Claim 1, are 
not obvious fi-om the '304 Patent and are allowable over the art of record. It is submitted that 
Claims 3-8, 11-15, 18-19, 23, 25-26 and 28-36. which depend firom the independent claims, are 
also allowable for at least the reasons set forth above. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection of these claims are respectfully requested. 

Applicants would like to address one other point made by the Examiner in the "Response 
to Arguments" sectioiL The Examiner notes, "In response to applicant's argument that the 
references fail to show certain features of applicant*s invention, it is noted that the feature upon 
which applicant rehes (i.e., particularized to an electronic document by using a weighting 
schemes that weights prior to abstraction particular portions of an electronic document. . .) are 
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Amended Claim 1 now recites the step (b) of selecting a set of instructions for abstracting 
the electronic document, wherein the set of instructions are particularized to the electronic 
document i^efere .election thereof - Tins feature is neither taught nor suggested by the *304 
Patent 

Applicant submits that the Examiner recogoizes that each summarization rule taught by 
the '304 Patent is clearly generic in nature, i.e.. the rules are grammatical rules generally 
appKcable to any electronic document. These rules are clearly not ''particularized" with respect 
to electronic documents. One dictionary (dictionary.com (print out enclosed)), provides that 
♦^particularize" means **to make particular as opposed to general or universal." Ilae same 
reference provides that 'particularized" means "directed toward a specific object." Therefore, 
when step (b) recites the step of "selecting a set of instructions for abstracting the electronic 
document, wherein the set of instructions are particularized to the electronic document", the step 
does not use '"particularized" as meaning the instructions are applied to or performed on the 
electronic document (indeed, that step is claimed in the third recited step of "creating"), but 
rather that the set of instructions are particular to or directed specifically to the electronic 
document, i.e., not generally or universally applicable to all documents. 

This usage of ^'particularized" as modifying the type of instruction (as opposed to the use 
of the selected instructions) is amply supported in the Specification. For example, FIG. 1 clearly 
illustrates the storage of both "generic" and '"particxUar" instmcdons 44ca, 44cb. The 
instructions are "particular" before being selected for use in the abstmction. The use of the 
phrase "particular" in FIG- 1 has nothing to do with whether the instructions are actually selected 
for use. FIGS. 3 and 4 also illustrate this point FIG. 3 illustrates a process for abstracting a 
document once a set of generic instruction are selected. FIG^ 4 illustrates a separate process 
where a set of "particularized instructions" are selected (meaning they are "particularized** before 
selection) and then applied to a document for abstraction. By the Examiner's reasoning, once a 
generic set of instructions is selected for use, it would be a gen^ic set of instructions 
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not recited in the rejected claim(s)." AppUcant does, however, claim this feature in previously 
added dependent Claims 33-36, i.e., the set of instnictioDS include "weights associated with 
respective portions of said electronic document." As argued above, that the weights are assigned 
prior to abstraction was at least imphcit in the use of the term "particularized" and is now 
explicit via amendment to the independent claims. 

As argued in the previous Response, in contrast, the '304 Patent discloses a method and 
system for summarizing text using part-of-speech (POS) data indicating parts-of-speech for 
tokens in the text. (Abstract; and Column 2, Unes 15-22 (reUed upon by the Examiner)). The 
'304 Patent describes the use of a reduction filter (Step S7) based on a selected reduction level to 
generate the summarized text (Column 8, Lines 44-58). The reduction levels, which are based 
on generic POS instructions, are not sets of instructions including weights that are "particularized 
to the electronic document", as previously claimed, or "particularized to the electronic document 
before selection thereof as implicitly claimed before and now expressly clauned. For at least 
these leasons, these dependent claims are independently allowable over the art of record. 
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rv* Conclusion 

ti view of the foregoing remailcs and amendments. Applicant submits that this 
appUcation is in condition for allowance at an early date, which action is earnestly solicited. 

The Assistant Commissioner for Patents is hereby authorized to charge any additional 
fees or credit any excess payment that may be associated with this communication to deposit 
account 04-1679. 

Respectfully submitted. 



Dated: 




»li A. Powears, Reg. No.: 47,006 
ey For Applicant 



DUANE MORJUS LLP 
One Liberty Place 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-7396 
(215) 979-1842 (Telephone) 
(215) 979-1020 (Fax) 
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the Mnst Po pular S;ites for ^'particularized; : 

3 entries found for particularized. 



par-tic-U'lar-izc ^ [Zl Pronuaciatjo iLKg: (p^t-t^k y^-P- 

V. partic-U'lanized, par-tic^u-lariz-lng, par-tic»U'lariz-es 

V. rr. 

1 . To mention, describe, or treat individually; itemize or 
specify. 

2. To make particular as opposed to general or universal. 



V. intr. 



To go into or give details or particulars. 



par*tic u-lar i-za tion sh^n) n, 

r I 

par-tic U'Iar*i3i er n 

ppwnload or Buv Now] 

Source : The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English 

Language, Fourth Edition 

Copyright © 2000 by Houghton Mifflin Company. 

?.}ibll?l^dby^HouglU^ 



particularized 

Particularize \Par*tic"u*lar*ize\, v. t. [in^>. & p. p. 
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Particu1ari2ed : pr. & vb. n. Paiticularizin^.l [Cf. F. 
particulariser.] To give as a paiticulax, or as the particulars; t< 
raention particularly; to give the particulars of; to enumerate 
or specify in detail. 

He not only boasts of his parentage as an Israelite, but 
particularizes his descent from Benjamin. -Atterbury. 



[ Try Merriam -Webster Unabridged.] 

Souice : Webster's Revised Unabridged Dictionary, © 1996, 

l998J4IC,RAJnc^ 

particularized 

adj : directed tovyrard a specific object; "particularized 
thinking as distinct ftom stereotyped sloganeering" [syn: 
jcularisc d] 



Source : WordNet ® 7.fi © 1997 Princeton Uj^^^^ 



Perform a new search, or try your 
''particularized" at: 



search for 



• Amazon.com - Shop for books, music and more 

• Reference.com - Search the Web 

• eLibrarv - Search thousands of newspapers and 
magazines 

« GooQie - Search the Web for relevant results 

• GoQQle Groups - Search Usenet messages back to 
1981 

• Meniam-Webster - Search for definitions 
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